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number of gun safety proposals and the 
agreement reached, quote, ‘‘an unprec-
edented partnership between the gov-
ernment and the gun industry,’’ end 
quote. 

Partnership: now there is a very eu-
phemistic term of what was accom-
plished. It obviously was high-handed-
ness, to say the least. The Wall Street 
Journal ran an article on March 21 re-
garding this action by the administra-
tion. Here is a brief description of how 
the administration approached the 
CEO of Smith and Wesson, Ed Shultz. 
Quote, ‘‘In late January two young 
Clinton administration lawyers flew to 
Nashville, Tennessee, where they hand-
ed Mr. Shultz, the chief executive offi-
cer of Smith and Wesson, a list of gun 
control demands. Agree to this, the 
government attorneys said, and the 
legal assault on the Nation’s largest 
handgun manufacturer would be called 
off.’’ 

Now, I am not sure exactly where 
this so-called partnership began, but 
such a story reeks of coercion. It re-
minds me of the old protection racket, 
pay up because you need my protec-
tion; otherwise, bad things can happen 
to you. 

Mr. Speaker, this action taken by the 
administration is a serious threat to 
our form of government. Our President 
should not attempt to change public 
policy by threatening a company with 
bankruptcy by way of lawsuits. As 
such, I have introduced legislation dis-
approving the use of this heavy-hand-
edness by the administration. This 
agreement establishes a terrible prece-
dent, one that can have enormous 
ramifications on our society. Where 
will the administration turn next? 
HMOs, utilities, pharmaceutical com-
panies, tobacco companies and maybe, 
liquor, beer and wine companies? 

Mr. Speaker, there is a Washington 
Post editorial of April 2, Sunday, which 
I will make a part of the RECORD at 
this point. 

[From the Washington Post, Apr. 2, 2000] 
GOVERNMENT BY LAWSUIT . . . 

For those who favor robust federal regula-
tion of tobacco and strict controls on hand-
guns, as we do, it is tempting to cheer any 
use of the courts to circumvent Congress’ 
unwillingness to implement common-sense 
policy. Litigation has caused tobacco compa-
nies to improve the way they operate. A re-
cent deal with gun maker Smith & Wesson, 
is, in substance, similarly in the public in-
terest. 

But the process is worrisome—prone to 
abuse. Filing lawsuits is generally speaking 
a bad way to make policy. The government 
has nearly unlimited resources; should it use 
them, in court, against law-abiding compa-
nies that it happens to dislike? Even a weak 
case can be used to bully those who lack the 
resources to fight to the end. So where is the 
line between legitimate governance and ex-
tortion? 

The tobacco case falls on the legitimate 
side of the line. The government has at least 
put its name on a complaint. Attorney Gen-
eral Janet Reno is politically accountable 

for that suit, which the industry is now ask-
ing the court to throw out. If she loses, Ms. 
Reno will have to answer for filing litigation 
the courts deemed frivolous. Moreover, the 
tobacco companies for decades misrepre-
sented the state of their knowledge about 
the lethality of their products, engineered 
them to be addictive and marketed them to 
children. The government’s argument that it 
has a cause of action under federal law re-
mains untested, but it isn’t laughable. 

Against the gun makers, the government 
does not even claim to have its own cause of 
action. Rather it is organizing a suit by local 
authorities and then stepping into negotia-
tions to push its policies as a basis for settle-
ment. If this is a legitimate strategy, it’s 
hard to see why an anti-abortion administra-
tion, say, could not encourage litigation 
against drug companies marketing abortion- 
inducing drugs and then demand that those 
drugs be withdrawn as a condition of settle-
ment. Abortion foes might cheer then as gun 
foes do now. 

Federal lawsuits can redress unjust read-
ings of the law, as in the civil rights era. 
Novel legal theories surely have a place in 
government litigation. But this is not a 
broad license to use suits or the threat of 
suits to get around democratic policy-
making. To do so undermines the legislative 
branch, demeans the judicial and poses 
threats to the liberty of those who obey the 
law but fall out of official favor. 

This article goes on to say, quote, 
‘‘The government has nearly unlimited 
resources. Should it use them in court 
against law-abiding companies that it 
happens to dislike? Even a weak case 
can be used to bully those who lack the 
resources to fight to the end. So where 
is the line between legitimate govern-
ment and extortion,’’ end quote? 

Mr. Speaker, the administration’s ac-
tion was wrong, and it speaks directly 
to the point of my resolution. The Con-
stitution, article 1, section 1, states 
that all legislative power herein grant-
ed shall be vested in the Congress of 
the United States. The framers of our 
constitution created this body to for-
mulate public policy. What they did 
not intend was for the executive 
branch to circumvent Congress any 
time it disagrees with our actions. 

Furthermore, we in Congress are 
elected to uphold the Constitution and 
represent the views of our constitu-
ents, most of whom believe we need to 
enforce the 20,000-plus gun laws that 
are on the books to reduce gun vio-
lence. 

Now, the administration may use 
polling, but 800 or 1,000 people who are 
polled is hardly an indication of where 
Americans all stand on a particular 
issue. 

It is well known that any question 
can be skewed towards getting a spe-
cific answer. The administration con-
sistently presents Americans with a 
one-sided version with regard to gun 
violence in this country. Why do we 
not hear from the administration that 
it has failed to enforce the 20,000-plus 
gun laws that are already on the 
books? 

In fact, Syracuse University did a 
study, and it shows that this enforce-

ment is down 44 percent since 1993. So, 
the President, and the media, by not 
reporting things accurately, have dem-
onstrated to Americans the extraor-
dinary ability to change facts and sta-
tistics and season them with emotional 
hype while at the same time neglecting 
the information that may give Ameri-
cans an equal opportunity to make an 
informed decision on guns. 

So I urge my colleagues to support 
my House resolution, which I intend to 
drop today. It basically says we cannot 
have government by lawsuit, and it 
talks about our country is a Republic 
while the government is the supreme 
power, it’s power is vested in a its citi-
zens who select and elect officers and 
representatives who govern them ap-
propriately. We can not have the Gov-
ernment go out and use high-handed 
techniques to force corporations to 
comply with their wishes and omit the 
legislative process. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 42 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. PEASE) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Lord God Almighty, to call You Eter-
nal is to place You in every moment 
yet beyond time. Be attentive to our 
prayer. 

We bless You and praise You for the 
time this weekend we have gathered 
with Your people of faith. In those mo-
ments we listened to Your Word, we 
thanked You with our brothers and sis-
ters of faith for Your presence and 
guidance in our daily lives. We are 
grateful to You, O Lord, for the mo-
ments we had this weekend to spend 
with family and friends. These rela-
tionships ground us in love and sustain 
us in all that we do. Take care of those 
committed to our care by life or by 
constitution. 

Time is a most precious commodity 
to us and to all in the human family. 
To the wealthy and successful, time is 
a priceless gift. Never enough. To those 
suffering, in pain or incarcerated, time 
is elongated and penetrating. On them, 
Lord, have mercy. Help the people of 
this assembly and of this Nation to 
seize the present moment and to fill 
our day with works of peace and jus-
tice. 
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Over this weekend we have taken 

time in our hands and through agree-
ment we have changed time. Lord, let 
this be a sign of hope to all of us and 
to peoples of the world. If we can 
change this measure of motion which 
governs so much of our lives; if we can 
agree to meet one another on a new 
common perception of Your unfolding 
mystery, such as time change, how 
close we are to realizing the true power 
You give us to negotiate change and 
how myriad are the possibilities for 
other common endeavors in the future. 

Give us time to work through our 
problems. Help us to seek out the time 
to be truly present to one another. 
Help us, enable us to so enter this 
week, this day with open minds and 
hearts that we find You, Lord of life 
and light, here in the present moment. 
For You live and reign now and for-
ever. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TRAFICANT) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. TRAFICANT led the Pledge of 
Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

NCAA AND ILLEGAL GAMBLING 

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, last 
week before a hearing at the Senate 
Commerce Committee, I voiced my 
strong opposition to legislation cur-
rently pending before both houses of 
Congress which would ban college 
sports betting in just Nevada. While I 
oppose this legislation, I support the 
goal of maintaining the integrity of 
college athletics. But there is simply 
no evidence, Mr. Speaker, to suggest 
that the highly regulated and legal 
sports betting industry in Nevada is re-
sponsible in any way for the illegal 
sports wagering and the point shaving 
scams that are taking place on our col-
lege campuses. 

Mr. Speaker, I challenge the NCAA, 
the leading supporter of this legisla-
tion, to look in the mirror. Certainly 
the numerous Final Four sweepstakes 
promoted by the NCAA and its cor-
porate sponsors encourages illegal wa-

gering on college sports more than the 
existence of Nevada’s strictly regulated 
sports books. Let us not punish a re-
spected industry for a societal problem. 
Active and effective enforcement of 
current laws is the only way to stop 
point shaving scams and illegal gam-
bling on our college campuses. 

f 

TIME TO SECURE OUR BORDERS 
(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, the 
Mexican drug cartel crossed our border 
and opened fire on our security forces. 
Reports say the Mexican drug barons 
have placed a $200,000 bounty on any 
American border guard. Think about 
it. If these assassins kill five American 
guards, they make $1 million. If that is 
not enough to bust your buns, Mexico 
apologized by saying it was very, 
quote-unquote, regrettable. 

Beam me up. It is time to secure our 
borders. If our military can vaccinate 
dogs in Haiti, they can secure our bor-
ders. 

I yield back the fact that Congress 
keeps turning the other cheek, and 
Mexican drug barons are now servicing 
all four cheeks. Think about it. 

f 

U.N. PEACEKEEPING COSTS ON 
THE RISE 

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
think my colleagues would be surprised 
to hear that the U.N. peacekeeping 
costs are on the rise. A recent Wash-
ington Post article reported that 
peacekeeping costs are expected to 
double this year to nearly $2 billion. 
This means that the United States will 
again be strapped with a financial and 
a personal burden, especially since the 
administration has stretched our mili-
tary so much. 

Under the current formula, the U.S. 
pays about 30 percent, almost one-third 
of all the peacekeeping costs. Contrast 
that with China who is a member of 
the United Nations and they contribute 
a little less than 1 percent. The same 
China that the administration wants 
Congress to recognize for permanent 
normal trade relations. This anti-
quated formula has not changed for 26 
years. 

A Republican led Congress has finally 
addressed this problem by requiring 
that United States arrears be tied to a 
more equitable formula. But this 
change is likely to meet with conflict. 
So who is shocked that many countries 
that have a free ride are balking at fi-
nancial responsibility? Congress must 
maintain fiscal responsibility by re-
quiring all members of the U.N. to do 
their share, including China. 

IT IS TIME AMERICAN PEOPLE 
LEARNED THE TRUTH 

(Mr. BALLENGER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, last 
month the Democrats criticized our 
budget resolution with their standard 
risky rhetoric, claiming our budget 
would cause children to starve and 
deny health care for the elderly. Iron-
ically, it is the irresponsible account-
ing of the Clinton-Gore administration 
that really puts our children and sen-
iors at risk. In fiscal year 1997, the 
Clinton-Gore Agriculture Department 
wasted $1 billion in erroneous food 
stamp payments, money that could 
have fed 5 percent more of our Nation’s 
impoverished children. In fiscal year 
1998, Medicare wasted $12.6 billion in 
overpayments to health care providers, 
money that could have helped thou-
sands of American seniors. And in 1995, 
the Veterans’ Administration non-
chalantly ignored nearly $12 million in 
benefits owed to the Veterans’ Admin-
istration, even though many elderly 
American veterans are struggling to 
get by. 

It is time the American people 
learned the truth. The risky wasteful 
policies belong to the Clinton-Gore 
Democrats, not the Republicans. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
announces that he will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on each motion 
to suspend the rules on which a re-
corded vote or the yeas and nays are 
ordered, or on which the vote is ob-
jected to under clause 6 of rule XX. 

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken after debate has 
concluded on all motions to suspend 
the rules but not before 6 p.m. today. 

f 

SCIENCE COMMITTEE REPORTS 
RESTORATION ACT 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 3904) to prevent the 
elimination of certain reports. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 3904 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. REPORTS. 

Section 3003(a)(1) of the Federal Reports 
Elimination and Sunset Act of 1995 (31 U.S.C. 
1113 note) does not apply to any report re-
quired to be submitted under any of the fol-
lowing provisions of law: 

(1) Section 801(b) and (c) of the Department 
of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7321(b) 
and (c)). 

(2) Section 603 of the National Science and 
Technology Policy, Organization, and Prior-
ities Act of 1976 (42 U.S.C. 6683). 
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